
To: 
From: 
Sent: 
Subject: 

Bergman, Ronald[Berg man .Ronald@epa .gov] 
Minter, Douglas 
Wed 6/12/2013 7:28:07 PM 
RE: Class VI Permit Boilerplate- REVIEW REQUESTED by June 19, 2013 

From: Bergman, Ronald 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 1:14PM 
To: Minter, Douglas 
Subject: RE: Class VI Permit Boilerplate- REVIEW REQUESTED by June 19, 2013 
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From: Minter, Douglas 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 2:41 PM 
To: Bergman, Ronald; Cheung, Wendy 
Subject: RE: Class VI Permit Boilerplate- REVIEW REQUESTED by June 19, 2013 

From: Bergman, Ronald 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 12:17 PM 
To: Minter, Douglas; Mindrup, Mary 
Subject: FW: Class VI Permit Boilerplate- REVIEW REQUESTED by June 19,2013 

2015-007702-0000039_0002 



From: Bayer, MaryRose 
Sent: Wednesday, June 12, 2013 2:06PM 
To: Cheung, Wendy; Hildebrandt, Kurt 
Cc: Kobelski, Bruce; McDonald, Jeffrey; Bergman, Ronald 
Subject: Class VI Permit Boilerplate- REVIEW REQUESTED by June 19, 2013 

Wendy and Kurt, 

Attached, please find a draft boilerplate Class VI Permit. Because we are working toward 
national consistency in permitting (in keeping with CCS Task Force Recommendations to 
President Obama for reducing barriers to CCS deployment and in an effort to support consistent 
UIC Class VI Program Implementation), we are seeking review from several Regions 
(concurrent with our review) -particularly given Class VI interest in your Regions. 

Review "guidance/suggestions": We understand that there are many paths/word choices to 
achieve the same/similar results. As such, it would be great if you could direct your review 
toward substantive issues, organization, missing items, and varied approaches that have been 
used in your Region's permitting actions. Lastly, if wording is of significant importance in 
certain parts of the document, please feel free to recommend alternative language and we will do 
our best to accommodate it. Please send comments to me by c.o.b., Wednesday, June 19, 
2013. (Note: if you wish to share this document with others in your Region, please send back 
one document with consolidated comments from all reviewers.) 

A few other questions on which we would appreciate your feedback: 

~~,~L~LL,~~~ If you do not include a statement of basis, do you have some other document that 
substitutes for or conveys the same information? Could you send that along? 

'--Jl_jl_j'_jl_jl_cl_jc__j Do you do project-specific fact sheets? How are they the same or different from 
the Statement of Basis? 
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In conclusion, I want to acknowledge Region 5 for their efforts in putting together this draft 
language. You may have been engaged in a review of a draft permit outline put together during 
the earlier stages of implementation. While Region 5 used that language, they also drew upon 
Regional expertise and their experiences with the Class VI permit application review process to 
inform the attachment. 

Your comments and attention to this important issue are much appreciated. If you have any 
questions, please don't hesitate to contact me. 

Regards, 

Molly 

Mary Rose Bayer 
Geologist, UIC GS Team Leader 
U.S. Enviromnental Protection Agency 
Office of Ground Water & Drinking Water: Prevention Branch 
Phone: (202) 564-1981 
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